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to asess the physicafunctional visual and intellectualintegration by defining

parameters from conservation and city planning literature.

The resultsshowed the significancef creating a cityscale integration assessment
and strategy developmefdr sustaining historical stratificationn ensuring the
integration of historical stratification with the contemporary dig, main strategies
areaccessibility of the areas, their functionaptyoritizing the use of thenhabitants
their visual pereptibility and their potential to provide information to &igzens
The proposed framework could contribute to further studies on the integadition

historic layerswith the contemporarcity.
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Therefore, poviding the integrityof different partsof historic layers within each

other and with theontemporary citys perceived amost important phenomena in
corservation in order not to lose the deep historical characteristics of towns.
Nevertheless, in most of tiestorically stratifiedowns, the integrity is not provided

with the current components and the sustainability of historical stratification
becomes general problem. Because of the gpaditical strategic location within the
world, Anatolia has been also exposed to continuous habitation starting from the
prehistoric ages. Therefore, in Anatolia, one can encounter the elements or traces of
distincthis or i ¢ | ayer s whayadldsdatloenpesteso AMBIil Itgi n Al
2018&). The disintegration problem is also faced in most of the fayléred areas

of Turkey because of so mamgpuseshat pave the way for the components of
successive layers to bamaged and lost.

To exemplify this one ofthe most significanteasons is that, there is a lack of an
upper scale strategic conservation planning approach with the vision of conservation
and sustainability of muHiayeredness. Achieving and managimgs tvision and
strategies requires a deep untharding and assessing distinct historic straia
understand and assess the rAajeredness, the creation of maps where all
components of each stradee spatially visualized is required, which is missing in
urban conservation management. In Turkey, the urban conservation area status is
given to the area defined mostly as the historical commercial and residential core of
the towns where just the previousyér is considered as heritage. Hmer, the
elements of historiperiods are actually widely dispersed in the urban space beyond
the urban conservation site borders. They sometimes have conservation site status
on their own, fragmented and disintegratenhf their surrounding context due to not
planned in a holistic and integrated manner. The conservation projects also focus on
a specific heritage element and try to develop decisions, without perceiving them as

parts of historical and current urban context

Another reason is that, historical stratification is not seen as a value inagaber
plans and there are no related articles in plan decisions for historical layers, which
causes the elements of layers to be isolated and remain alienated withoet any






When looking at the academicsearch, it is observed that most of the studies

regarding the réntegration of cultural heritagato the current context are related to

the archaeological layer, including mostly the Hellenistic, Roman, and Byzantine

Periods, by referringté he tbeam Auchaeol ogyo. Mor eover,
studies focusing on muiltayeredness or historical stratificatiomostly focus on

revealing and assessing the components and management dayeukd towns by

referring toconservation processes. As a resultisipossible to consider the

academic research related to this field in three different groups: The ones teelated

Ai ntegration o f cullaywaeraddnbesi bagend fMarudh

heritage. 0

The studies regarding urban archaeology and #Aayléred towns can be found in
thestudieos f Boyl u (1994), Bilgin (1996), Bilgin
2017) and Karabaj (2008) . Addi tionalll vy, Ay Kk

focused on the presentation approaches and principles forlayated towns.

In her thesis, Boylu (1994) discussed the main requirements for the future and
sustainability of urban archaeology and highlighted how to approach to- multi
layered towns to provide their integration to daily life and the importance of

docunentation and registration of urban archaeology.

Bilgin (1996) also worked on urban archaeology in her MSc thesis with the case
example of Bergama. She considered urban archaeology as a tool and method to
define the future of muliayered towns. Moreovershe highlights that urban
archaeology is an important resource within itself that should guide the planding a
conservation processes ath@ information gathered from urban archaeologist

be used as a main tool for design. She revealed and evalhatesituation of
historical stratification in Bergama and in Turkey in general, and provide some
suggestion for the application of urban archaeology by focusing on important aspects
and parameters regarding the topic. In 2002, she again approached historica
stratification but this time she pointed out that the tools to assess the stratification

was insufficient or inappropriate. By considering this, she develog&i&dased



method to assess multiyeredness. She highlighted thalG#S environment is

effedive enough to handle the complex data that nlajtered towns represent.

Bel ge (2005 & 20 ll&ypreddownidhiseVidbc thezisnandrTarsas | t |
in one of higesearchvhere the main focuses were similar. In his studiegpcused

on revealingthe historical layers by using the related resources to highight

spatial development and buildings in each specific period. By utilizing GIS, he
represented the spatial configurations of different layers and created an overlapped
map of multilayeredareas. He defined different muléiyered character zones and
suggested different intervention principles for each zone. This study demonstrates
the importance of documentation to integrate urban archaeolbgigtzge into city

and conservation planning

Similar to Bel ge, Karabaj (2008) also wo
and fragmentation in Kzmir by defining vV
layers by applying the method of urban archaeology. Then, she concluded some
principles ad strategies to sustain and transfer the integrated urban development of

the city to the future.

As mentioned before, the studies regarding the integration of cultural heritage are
mostly relatedo the integration or incorporation of archaeologisigsinto daily

Il ife and current cont e Xt maas Euah 02P)e s een

Rukavina, Giitaroci & Lolil (2019), Kalp
Kubat (2010) , Mubai deen & Al Kur di (20:
Rukavina& Gci t ar oci (2017) and Williams (201
Kal pakl e (2019) studied the I ntimogr at i on

contemporary life in his MSc thesis by considering Ankara Castle case study.
He highlighted that due to globalization and-disty within urban space, cultural
heritage is becoming isolated and lost, which necessitates the importance of
considering the integration concept regarding heritage. When considering the

integration concept, he focusederonomicphysical,and social aspects brder to



integrate the immovable cultural heritage areas to the contemporary urban life much
better.

Alpan (2005) analysed the importance of integration archaeological resources to the

daily life. After analysing the importance of theubject in relation with

sustainability, she developed criteria for integration of archaeological sources to
todayds context which were inferenced from
examples. Then, she analysed the main conclusions from the other cases on the city

of Tarsus to provide the integration of archaeological sources in that city. In the way

she discussed thaiteria of integration, it is alikevitht hi s t hildogever,06 ai m

she did not focus on the multiyeredness aspect of the city as a main topic.

Moreove, when referring the integration, she followed a comparative analysis

method between Tarsus with successful cases for each integration aspects she

considered.

Bayraktar and Kubat (2010) focused on the integration of archaeological parks to the

urbanlayott i n Kstanbul . They firstly defined so
archaeological park. Then, they examined their spatial integration to the context by

utilizing space syntax method. As a result, they developed a spatial proposal and

worked on incresing this spatial integration with surrounding. The method

highlightedin this study aimed at providing physical integration and is specific to

archaeological parks.

Mutlu (2012) studied on the integration of remains belonging to Roman Petlod wi
the colemporary contexin Ulus/Ankara. She adopted the APPEARethod as a
main framework and she ended up with a framework to analyse urban and

architectural integration in the case study aheaccordance witlthe framework,

1 The Appear Project (2063006) proposes an integratpthnensuringthat the works that make the
archaeological remains visible, understandable and impressive are carried out together with the
efforts of their conservation, scientific use and harmony with the urban fabric. The enhancement
projects defined by APPEAR methade focusing on some integration aspects, mostly the
accessibility (Mutlu, 2012).






They also define the hierarchy between the integration parameters basesron
importance.Finalizing their study, they provided a framework for parameters of

integration.

Finally, Etyemez (2011) focused assessing the integration of histdagers with

the contemporarycontext, considering the city of Amasya as a case stBtg
identified thevisual, functional, social, physicand managerial aspects to provide

a basis for rentegration strategies for fragmented elements of the historical
continuity. Considering this, she revealed and assessed the layers of the town and
then assess their integration levels in aforementioned aspects. Then, she concluded
with some possible rmtegration strategies of mulayered areasito contemporary

city. By this way, this study is the most relevant study with the aim of this thesis.

Regarding the conservation of Ankara's mlajieredness, there is also some

research in the literature. As mentioned, Mutlu (2012) studied the integration of
archaeological remains into current life by focusing on Ankara as the case study area.

In 2018, Tursun has studied understanding and assessing thelayatl&édness of

Ankar a, by revealing the problems and poten
producing some strategies for the protection of maltered characterAyhan

Ko-vyiJjit ( 20cadd&)systbnaatc frameworkdo reveal the evolution of

public open spaces formed by historic layering, focusing on Ulus Square and
surroundings in Ankara. By this way, she created an apporach for how to reveal the

restitution of public open spaces as aetor their conservation.

Yur du (RQl7)has also studied Ankara in her PhD. Thésidocusing on the

integration of the social dimension of conservation into the practice. For this, she

proposed a method for the documentation and evaluation of the physical and social
stratification in multilayered towns in order to contribute to thenservation

processes. She revealed the significance of the social dimension for the conservation
decisionma ki ng by focusing on the users of t he
focused on Ankara and the integrational dimensions of the current contelxe for t

conservation of cultural heritage by focusing on the Ankara castle and surroundings.

10



Therefore, although there is an already existing academic research regarding the
topic, it still cannot be associated with the practice and planning. There is still a
further need for a study to define an approach-aitegrating the historical layers

of a multilayered settlement to the current urban context by creating an effective
integration assessment criterion by defining the indicators in urban planning and
congervation literature. In that way, the muliyeredness topic could be more
interrelated with planning discipline and practice. Also, as mentioned, most of the
literature studies focusn a single historical layammostly archaeologic layein

their reintegration strategies. In addition, the studies for integration of thaykred
settlement®nly considemulti-layered zones, but they do not focus on the necessity
of integration within each layer in itself. As a result, there are some missing points
in the literatureon aforementioned aspects and this study could contribute to the

multi-layeredness literature which still needs to be developed.

1.2 Aim and Scope of the Thesis

Within this framework mentioned abqveéhe main purpose of this thesis is
understading and assessing the integrations of the components of different periods
to current urban context in both vertically and horizontally terms, which are scattered
around different parts of the city in such nuldtyered cities and have survived in
differert levels of integrity, as a base forirgegration strategiesn line with this,

firstly there is a need toomprehendhe historicalayers of the town. Within this
scope because the profession of the author is urban and conservation planning, it is
nat possible to produce information regarding the elements of historic layers because
producing information about historic layers is a matter of expertise. Information from
different sources produced by different disciplimebrought together and hoare

their integration status itoday's context is actually searched for. In line with urban
planning expertise, existing knowledge will be compiled and spatially represented to

understand and evaluate mu#tyeredness.

11



In addition, to assess the integratmfrhistorical layers within the current context,
existing information in urban planning and conservation literature is used as a basis
to define an assessment methodology amtyaand urban scale. However, when
considering the integration concept, it mportant to note that it has so many
dimensions likgunctional, physicalyisual social and so on. However, within the
t hesi sasitsearchgdoe acity-scaleintegration, assessing social integrity is
not possible. Thereforéesocial integratin aspect is omitted when conducting this

thesis.

For the case study, it is not aimed at evaluating the urban planning and conservation
processes as Apositiveo o tthat tomesgfeommi v e 0 . Al |
conservation and planning history aatchaeological surveys is used to better

analyze the change and evolution of mldtieredness to define the continuity and

fragmentation areasyhich is essential for understanding and assessing-multi

layeredness.
With this main aim, this thesis mainlysmers the following questions.

1 How can historical stratification be understood, evaluated and integrated into
decisionmaking processes?

1 How can the integration be measured and how can the integration criteria be
defined for the interventions that will lbeade?

1 How is the current situation regarding the integration of the remains of
historical periods within each other and with contemporary context in
Ankara, and what are their integration problems and potentials?

1 How can the fragmented traces of Ankatastorical stratification be re

integrated tdhe current context?

The scope of the thesis is limited to identifying factors affecting physical, functional,
visual and intellectual integrity of the identity areas of each historic period and multi
layeredness. Considering this, the current situations of the areas arentaken

consideration by analyzing the inite@dmponents, changes and current components

of the areas. However, while analyzing these changes, the factors affecting the areas

12






stratification. Asintegration has different meanings and implications in heritage
conservation and urban design/city planning, concepts are discussed under both
topics to determine the parameters or indicators of integritiphysical, functional,
visual,and intellectuaterms. In addition to that, the previaesearch that dealt with

the integration of heritage places into the current context is also studied, and the main

focuses, approaches, and findingsase repreented in this study.

In order to provide a systematic framework for integration, international charters and
documents relatetb urban conservation and planning and urban archaeology are
exami ned. During this pr oc? sawcorfromtedpr oj ect
which proposed guiding principles and method for improvement projects for the
archaeological sitesnostly focusing on the integration aspects of them with the
contemporary environment. In this APPEAR Project, to achieve the improvement of
archaeabgical sites, not only th@resentation and protectiaof archaeological
heritage but also their integration to the current urban context that they live in were
accepted as a general framework. As a result, this project is examidethiinin

order toreveal the overall approach to integration and find out the parameters of
physical, visual, functional, and intellectual integration that are guiding the

developmenstrategies for integration.

In accordance with all the articles, international documesutsl conservation

charters examined for integrity and integration concepts as discussed above, the
indicators of physical, visuafunctionaland intellectuaintegration are found out

and aframework was created to anatywhether these indicators aregaet on the

site and how can the integration levels be created and assessed on site based on these
indicators.It is significantto note thatasthere are multiple parameters related to
different scales of the urban fabric, the integration assessmemwiakis created

considering different scales. These are wider context, surrounding context, inner

2The extended version of APPEAR Project is as follows: Accessibility Projects: Sustainable
Preservation and Enhancement of Urban Subsoil Archaeological Remains
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Furthermore, according to the Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape
(hereafter HULYeleased by UNESCO (2011), this term is defined as:

AThe historic urban | andscape is the wurb
historic layering of cultural and natural values and attributes, extending

beyond the nooénedononfidmsesmmiree€ to includ
ur ban context and its geographical setti

Therefore, because one of the most important aspEEtULSs is layeing, it is also

mentioned to some exteintthe theoreticasection.

As the assessments and strategies regarding integration andageriidness are

placespecific, the second major part of the thesis is developed on understanding the
charactestics of Ankara with a holistic manner. As Jignghou, Hanand Ikebe
(2022)mentionfé Thi s | ayering requires an understan
as the cumulative result of human creation in different periods, and requires that

attention be paid to dynamcontinuity in time and space in the process of studying

citieso

This implies extensive research about distinct components of Ankara in different

periods in order to understand its midtyered character and evaluate its integration

levels within themdeges and withcontemporary cityTo fully comprehend the

historic stratification and the muHayered areas, it is necessary to utilize a

diachranic analysis and mapping method, proposedBoy | gi n Al t én?° z (20C¢C
Accodi ng t o Bi | gihe mappinganethod whichi focBsgs on pkno

volumetric view of urban configuration enables an overall understanding of the

historical continuity which gives the place its value as it reveals both vertical and

horizontal development of towns. As a result, dracic mapping technique is

utilized in order to reveal each strata of Ankara.

In order to map the historic layers, different maps produced in various research were

found out and used as basemaps, and georeferendgdomgraphic Information

16



Systemsenvironment. The mapsused for digitization in GIS environment are as
follows:

For the PreHistoric Period:

-lron Age and Phrygian Era Mamd the Phrygian and Tumuli Finghsthe
close vicinity of AnkaraMappr oduced by Aydén et al

-The locations oPhtygianfinds and hypothetal settlement mapnd The
Western Tumuli areas together with the topography, rivers and waterways
mappr oduced by,2T anyal & Ar al

For the Antique Period of Amra

-The Roman Period Edifices of Ankara which have survivedaembbst in

contemporarycitymapy Kadeéojlu et al ., 2011.
-The Romarcemeteryar eas map by Aydéen et al , 20
-The Roman Period edifices and hypothetical city Area tmapAyhan
Ko- yPR0l8. t ,

For the Late Antique Period of Aaka
-The Byzantine Perioédifices and hypothetical city Area map by Ayhan
Ko-yijit, 2018.
-The closesurrounding®f Ankara intheByzantine period mapy Ay dén et
al., 2005.

For the Turkiskslamic Period ofAnkara:
-1924map of Ankara (obtained from Middle East Technical University, City
Planning Department, Maps, Plans and Documenta&ichive (hereafter
METU MPDA).
-The | and uses drawn over the201@24 map

17



-The Seljukid and Ottoman hypetical settled area maps produced by
Ayhan Ko-yijit, 2018.

-Chronologic map showing the historic periods of the main edifices in Ankara
by Aydén et al ., 2005

-The Registration Sheetdbtained from Ankara Metropolitan Municipality
For the Republican Periad Ankara:
-The 1942Ankara Aerial Phots(obtained fromMETU MPDA)

The 1960 Map of Ankara produced by General Directorate of Maps (obtained
from METU MPDA)

-The 1970 Basemaps of Ankara in three different sections (obtained from
METU MPDA)

-The 1/8000 Scad Ankara Map dated to 1944 (obtained from VEKAM
Archive)

-Thelargest borders map &t at ¢r k For est bBy#framd@hereaft e
Sert 2017

-The borders and usages of Etimesgut Sugar Faectaryp by ¥zt ¢r k, 2019

The analysis regarding Ankara is not limitedrevealing the layers. In order to
analyzethe complex dynamics of each period that a town possedsissorical
backgroundsocia-cultural characteristics, urban development and configuration of
town,and plaming processes were examin@dditionally, because the aim of thesis
isassessing the integritiesdifferent layers with current context, the current context

is also revealed at the end of the case study research part with its albyarkid
componets. Also, in the current context, the indicators of integration that is found
out from the literature survey was searched in order to evaluate the integration levels

and reveal the continuity and fragmentation areas. Based on the continuity and
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Figurel.2. The city scale subjected to the General Assessment of Integration
(source: Google Maps)
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Figurel.3. The urban scale for muliayered area subjected to the Extended
Assessment of Integratigeource: Google Maps)
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In line with the analysis conducted in Ankara, the evaluation of irtiegras
conducted. For the aforementioned wider scale, the city scale indicators of
integration which were found out from literature review are examined to assess the
levels of integration. This scale is mostly important to integrate the traces or
componets of different layers within themselves in order to highlight these periods.
Afterwards, the integration level is determined. For evaluation of the other scale, the
urbanscale aspects of integration are assessed to understantegration levels

This scale is mostly important to integrate the traces or components of multi
layeredness with current context. Considering the analysis and evaluation regarding
integration of distinct | ayers among eac
and proposalare created for survival and historical continuity of each strata for the
stated aim.

To gather the necessary information about the historical periods of Ankara, various
documents like books, articles, archives, old city maps were examined. Also, the
work of art of the ancient writers like Strabo were also examined to grasp information
related to ancient period. Additionally, to reveal the archaeological layer better, past
and ongoing archaeological surveys were also searched. Additionally, to understand
the change and evolution reasanghe layers and their legal state that can affect the
possible integration strategypme planning peesses and decisions were anatlyz

in a general manndvloreover, necessary information and documents were collected
from Ankara Ministry of Culture and Tourism, together with the Culture Inventory
Map in the ministrydos website, where the
Ankarawasrepresented. Old and current photographs of cultural assets in different
layers wee also used. Aerial photographs taken fid&TU MPDA were also used

as a source to detect continuities and changes in urban configuration and layers.

In the preparation of diachronic map for each strata including current context, the
elements were reprased based on the source the information about is foynd
utilizing GIS. The sources are defined as the physical existence or traces,
archaeological excavations, old maps, photographs from past times, ancient writers,

academic sources like articles or pre o u s t heses, and trav
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Accordingly, thevisualizationof edificeswasc | assi fi ed as fdedifices

|l ocation is exactly known because of t he |
Afedi fices which their | o atahte iintbrmationais e not pr
gathered from historical sources -o0r resear

volumetric mapsand storing information regarding the edific€dS is used which

works with spatially projected data enabling overlapping of differentdaféso, in

the database, name, category, function, period and existence of the edifice were also
entered. Likewise, for the identity areas, category, function, existence, physical and
functional continuity levels, physical, functional, visual, intellattintegration

levels were also entered to the databadlethese processes revealed the historic
layers and multlayeredness, and the integrity problems with the current context, in
line with the stated aim and scope.
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designalso respects the requirements of consematoit leadshe sustainability of

the heritage asset for future generations.

Feilden and Jokhiletto (1998 al so signi fi es t hiathgrer m Anew
integiity definitions According to them firough different periods of time, a heritage

source may become part of thenovel whole where its unitwith its context is

established, and these tgmd changesiso addvalue to the urban space since they

are natural consequences of historical stratigraphy. Flrgegration interventions

should be in line witlprotecting the mentioned potential tyni(Feilden & Jokhiletto,

1998

Within a historic timeline, there are different phases of which the heritage asset is
created, the time in between the past and present, and the current time where the
heritage assethanged due to the use, natural conditions or other reasons. These
changes in the defined historic timelireme alsocomponerg of historical
stratification. Additionally, since these changes are resulted from a variety of factors
such as social, culturalatural, economic and so on, these aspects are also important
to be comprehended to understand the chéagi&den & Jokhiletto, 1998

The integrity concept is also dominantly discussed in conservation charters and
conventions since very long tim@ccordng to the World Heritage Operational
Guidelines (2005), the requirements of a property to be included to the World
Heritage List are as follows (par. 88):

Integrity is a measure of the wholeness and intactness of the natural and/or
cultural heritage andts attributes. Examining the conditions of integrity
requires assessing the extent to which the property:

a) includes all elements necessary to express its outstanding universal value;

b) is of adequate size to ensure the complete representation eathee$

and processes that convey significance,

c) suffers from adverse effects of development/aodheglect.
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year s. Li kewi se, Afarchaeol ogi cal strati fi

cultural or natiral debris layers ovayne another through time (Lee, 2018 this
case, Ati meo i s relatively l' i mited

stratification, which is perhaps hundreds or thousands of years.

t han

ca

1

Il ncluding differentumlypelsl aaft dirlm,yefiliaye®r e d s

concept emerged that is used by geologists and archaeologists in 19th century. As

mentioned above, both professions used this term to revedtdh@cation of the
sediments -from the geological pensective, or burieg landscapes-from
archaeological perspectivelrhrough a time sequence, the sediments obthied
remains belonging to distinperiodsaccumulateon top of each other and enable
this layering.

As the major type considering the scope of the thesishanttpe of stratification
i's fAur ban st r aassotidted avithirbamlandseapes subjectedsto

continuous or uninterrupted habitation that results in representing traces of various

periods with different cultures. Similar with the geological archaological

stratification, the physically available products like monuments, buildings, spaces of

different time periods accumulate as horizontally or vertically, creating unique urban

textures. Therefore, by com&, déagewedgi t he t
towno represents the town that has been
distinct time periods, where the inhabitation still contswwet oday (Bil gin A

20032. In stratified urban contexts, different traces of stratificatiorsxist. A trace

of a periodexiststogether with the traces of the other remains belonging to other

periods, resulting in stratification in urban context.

A town / city embodies a number of meanings that inevitably change or evolve

through time. Old partmight disappear and new fragments start emerging on the

same urban space. According to Yourcgd®92) change through time cannot be

perceived only as a negative thing, by stating those words:

Some of these alterations are sublime. To that beauty imhbysine human

brain, by an epoch, or by a particular form of society, they add an involuntary
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-acquiring a comprehensive knowledge related to the heritage and comprehending

the factors affecting the emergence of heritage aspects

-pinpointing the main principlk regarding the emergence of a historical fabric or a

single building

-discovering the former usages, functional organizatiand their design aspects
forming the urbanarchitectural heritage to enable proper interventions and policy
decisiongUNEP, 1988).

Besides the understanding of a single historical period, undéirsgathe relations

between them is also key to fully comprehending the historical continuity. The

associations amorttpe elements that form the urban structure in a specific period

andthe components of the urban structure in the previous and following periods

mi ght be only a physical relationship where
each other butyerdl®4astci néadrimo BRMJGi n Al t én?o :
The relaibnship among the layers might also be both physical and semantic

integration that is resulted from the transformations and reuses throughout historical

continuity.

Boyer (1994) also states that the urge to integrate the traces of former historical

layersto the contemporary one stems from the desire to perceive the city in a
harmonious and integratedwaas¢c i t ed i n Bil gin Altéen°z, 202:
former remains become an integral part of tbeehcontext. Otherwise, the traces

of historical layrs stand on their own, isolated and disintegrated with the

contemporary urban space which decesatheir value and conservatidn those

stratified urban contexts, sometimes the traces exist together without a meaningful

relation with each other, but m@times they are fghaped to have a new integrity

with the new context.

In addition to reflecting that cities are living organgswith the historical continuity;
traces of historical period layers contain many values that assign cultural significance

of urban context. They inevitably carry age valbatis theinevitableresult of the
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fi(a) The onsite analysis which includes:

- measurements, graphical presentations acldcectural surveys, in the scale best

suted to the subject of the study;

- comnents on different historic phases and related methods of consequences, and

on various previous restoration interventions

(b) Analysis of available documentation:

- collection of written historic sources;

- collectionof graphical documents;

- collection of archaeological, topographic epigraphic and numismatic data;
- studies in the domain of architecture, art history, sociology and economy;

- in presenting the evolution phases, sources, types and authenticity of the collected

information

(c) Analysis of all the factors which influenced the urban and architectural

development:

- natural factors;

- human factors (socieconomic, demographictce);

- legal factors;

- political factors;

- exceptional factors;

- architectural styles and models of different epochs;

-technol ogi cal factor s; etc. o0

(UNEP 1988p.343)
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expand through. Understanding these s$ypef boundaries facilitate the
comprehensiorof the evolution of the niti-layered townand its components

throughout the history.

At this point, it is important to discuss the way of representing the elements of
historic layers. In an urban context, there are so many analysis techniques that is
depending on the scale of concern. An urban analysis may include all buildings, all
building plots and all streets within a defined urban context. However, another urban
analysis for the exactly same context may include just the monumental buildings,
important green areas and major street axis and so forth. Therefore, it is important to
decide the way of the analysis which best fits the scope of the study regarding multi

layered towns.

This situation S best descri bedof by Kar/|l
resolutiono. Aibanduiltdarmcgn be pereédratadistinct levels

depending on its level of resolution. Different resolutions of analysis have distinct

content with different levels of detail of informatiaas(cited irDsmond, 2009,.7).

When the resolution decreases, the detail decreases and thus, the elements that is
searched for might differ from the one with high resolution. Therefore, depending

on the scale of geographical space that is looked for, the components of the urban
analysis change together with its détay, although the elements of the town remain

exactly the same.
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to each other by transportation netwadrkroughout history, the position and role of
settlements within a wider context of web of settlements has been very effective in
determining their urban configuration and evolutions. An analysis with this
geographic level enables the researchegpioesen the role of the city within the
wider context it belongs to, by considering their closeness to each other and to major

transportatiometworks
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The discussed geographic spaces are very significant in documenting the historic
layers and existing situation of the town. Nevertheless, wheefocus of the study

is to integrate the extant values of urban layers into the present dyttiese areas

that contains thraces of historic periods should be found. Within this investigation,

the priorityshould be identifyinghe zones consisig the structures that best reflect

the characteristics of each period, important open spaces and main axes that are also
associated with main functions and secigtural aspects of the cities. After
investigating these zones witnessing historical cartyn the evaluation of the
integration of these areas with the current urban context necessitates a detailed

analysis including building block organization.

Since the integration of the traces of each layer with each aftftewith current

contextisdisuse d f or fAcity scaledo, it is appropriat
organization for each historic layer. However, just analyzing the settlement area and

boundary is not enough without examining the core elements of the city for all

periods as theyare the major aspects that should bentegrated. The main

components of each historic layer; i.e. the character defining features must also be

highlighted. According to Kropf (1998, t he noti on of #@Ahistoric t
related to the past everitsat town witnessed but it is also evident in its physical

aspects that exists on the urban space.

The building or street, as a direct result of the act, can be taken to refer to the
time in which it occurred. Buildings and streets are signs referring to
particular events. The history of a towenthus written in its fabri¢Kropf,

1993 p.255.

In addition to that, the more going deeper into and distinguish the urban form and
architecture that forms the city layout, the more association of the urbanmempo
with their periods of origin like Roman, Medieval, Modern could be passibl
According to Kropf (1998 buildings and streets are the most important elements of
urban form that enables observers to make these kingissociations and feel the
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components are overlapped with each other where thentsp layer is the
contemporaryayer, the aras where everything interseepdanovolumetric view of

thectyare defined as Ai dent iptofessianrSeodls 6 i n ur ba
these are theepresentativareasof the multi-layered character of the citlye best.

On the otheside, each layer can have identity areas within themselves. In this case,

the areas that represent its fAperiodo the
characteristics and importance are called as identity areas. This time, the components

ofthetownt hat functioned as fAsymbolso for i1ts p
In most cases, the major components of historstedtasare the monumental

buildings that can be understood as representatives, the main streets, natural features

that are regardeds thresholds and as such. It is noteworthy that in both cases,

defining identity areas in the townscape requires a deep understanding of each

historical period. Also, while some of the layers manifest themselves in the form of
monuments as identity zones some ot her | ayersod6 identity zoc
or neighborhoods within the cmporary urban context (Eren, 2023

To exemplify multilayered cities, Romes a very goodexample where different
periods are perceived both horizontally and vettycal urban space. There are so
many assets or areas characterized by different layers such as Collosseum, Circo
Massimo, Pantheon, Crypta Balbi, areas of medieval charahd palaces, Piazza
della Rgpublica and as such. Some areas of current contexdsersome traces

from distinct periods, and some areas represent all periods giving hints about
continuous habitation for so long (Figwz&)).

With a similar approach, by taking the aforementioned elements of urban
configuration into consideration, mappiof all historic layers and juxjaositioning

them to acquire the planmlumetric view of the town is essential in order to deal
with the complex relations of mulayeredness. By this way, the mulyered areas

and the evolution of them through timean be examined with a proper
documentation, including significant buildings, street axis, open areas, city walls and

as such.
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archaeology of urban context started to be thought and evaluated with and for the
people who are in connection with them. As a resulintegration of the remains

from different layers with the curremultural, physical, social, and economic
aspets of the city becamanimportant issue of urban archaeology.

Although the rentegration issues become hot topic after 2000s, it has already been
partially discussed in severdRecommendations and Charters in Conservation
literature The focusesand appoaches to integration differs, but they together
constitute the basic principles for the-inéegration of the heritagénto the
contemporary contexifhe discussions started withe Vienna Recommendatién
whose main focus is finding new usages to hgetplaces who could not perform
their original functions anymor@&ouncil of Europe, 185).

Following this, in 1967, the Norms of Quitavas organized by the Organization of

American States, where the subject waseasing the functionality of the heritage

assetdy means of their optimum usage,line with the character of the plade.

addition, Council of Europ€l975)al so gi ves i mportance on the
conservationo by e mmldapmatior of hegitage placefeut i | i sat i o
the necessities of the current socjetybothiiResolution R (76) 28, Concerning the

Adaptation of Laws and Regulatiottsthe Requirements of Integrated Conservation

of the Architectural Herita@, and in thdiDeclardion of Amsterdandin 1975.

fiRecommendatio@oncerning the Safeguarding addntemporary Role of Historic

Area® (UNESCO,1976) also emphasize the integration of cultural heritage into

the current societal lfeThe Recommendati on especially hi
sur roundi nngdfthehentage imseparableso the surrounding aread

its componentshould also béaken into account the reintegration interventions.

3 Vienna Reommendation, Finding New Uses for Monuments in Their Natural or Aesthetic
Surroundings, which are of Cultural Interest but no longer Fulfill their Original Purposes (Council
of Europe, 1965, p.43).

4The Norms of Quito, Final Report of the Meeting on thesBrvation and Utilization of

Monuments and Sites of Artistic and Historical Value.
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The discussions of integration conservation literature still continwes the issue
becomes important to sustain the significant role and character of the heritage places
constituting the essential value of the nmidifered settlementBesides the charters

and documents, there are some studies focusing on the integration of cultural heritage
with contemporary contextor instance, the APPEAR project (will be discussed
later in detailed) is mostly focused on thsual andphysicalintegration aspects of
archaeological heritage to contemporary corgnttighlighting the accesegisibility

and presentatiooonditions.

Accordingly, it can be deducted that for theimgegration of heritage with
contemporary life, the essential aspeet® physical, functional, visual and
intellectual which is in line with the h e s i s W@ndes thesepnain headings, it is
significant to find out the mairparameters that are affecting the aspects of
integration.Finding out the concepts and paramelsip developing amtegration

assessment methoa understanthe degreesf integration.

2.2.2.1 Aspects and Paramters of Integration Derived from the Literature

In line with the mor issues discussed in the literature related to integration of
cultural heritag to contemporary contextie major aspects were determined as
physical, functional, visual and intellectual integratrathin the scope of the thesis.

It can be concluded that, in order for people to conserve the place, they should
physically and visuallyaccess to the place and the heritage values associated with,
and they should use it as part of their daily lives. Additionally, they shoddvaee

of the historysignificanceand values associated witletplace.

As a result,tiis significant to insert the site into its contemporary setting by enabling
connections with the other structures of the city. While providing such connections
with the urban environment, physical integration to the setting regarding
accessibility to theraa, functionality of such heritage areas and the necessities of

visual relationshould be consideredg$ensio et a).2008.
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APPEAR Project proposed a system where the exterior environment, interface
betweerthe heritage site and urban environment and the interithhedieritage site

itself is considered. This proposal is valid for a building or a siagthaetogical

heritage site. When the scope is a site with different heritage components subjected
to integration, it issignificant to consider distinct dimensions with regards to
different scales of urban environment. As a result, in this thesis, the imegrati
aspects are analyzed through these scales: wider urban context, nearby context, intra

and relation with other components.

Within the wider urban contextye location of the remainsaffectstheir integration

into the contemporary setting as it deternsinke closeness of the remains to the
historic center or touristic destination poitiataffectthe physical presence of the
peoplein the settingThe locational characteristics affect the frequency of the usage,
the accessibility and the perceptiortloé heritage places in general. Rukawehal.

(2019 , Ay k a, and MWW (A032) statethat significant integration aspects
such as usageagccessibilityand frequency of visitors, maintenance activities etc. of
the heritage places are adversely affected isthet e 6 s dutsideaite ceatral | s
or touristic zones of the cities. Such adverse situations could bring about the
negligence isolation and abandonmenbf heritage places. As a result, locational
characteristics are important ftne physical, functional, visualand intellectual

integiity of the siteto their contexts

Another important aspect for the physical relationship with the settingrafge is
associated with thdaexture characteristics and perception of the setting.
Accordingly, the built environments can be definag homogeneous texture
containing dense heritage asséeterogeneous texture containing medium density

of heritage asets, andcattered assets that dat have texture characteristi@ilgin

Al t é201®r L. i kewi se, ¢al @ékkan and Hamamcéojl u Tt
physical perception of the setting as a fhi s
for thd r i ntegration. The perception is depenoco

definedby t he study of Bilgin Altén°z (2018b) .
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For instance,Council of Europe(1989, in one of the recommendatidngput

emphasis on supporting the private owners of the heritage sites to alless axdc

public in order to share the values associated with theRuieavina et al. (2018)

al so states t habecomnds easier if theesiiess pubficty ewgpedaas i o n
the private ownership requires different measures such as specific agreantnt

allowances for visits and so forth.

Moreover,the type of accessibilityis important. Heritage assetsay be directly
accesseffom a public space such as from a park, sqgoes&reetmay be imirectly
accessed from a sempublic spaceor it maybeindirectly accessed from a building
which creates some obstacles to accessikalitgl perceptibility. (Asensio et al.
2006).Direct access improves the chance for physical integration since it means that
the heritage asset is not isolated but phylyicaicessed easilyRelated to the type

of access discussionsaving physical barriers around the asset/sités also a very
disintegrating factoboth physically and visuallyn the Deliverable 20 of APPEAR
Project(Asensio et al.2006) removing the barriers bogphysicaland mentally is

discussed as one of the objectives for integration.

The mental barriers discussed abavre related toicont r ol which accesso
includescharge of accesandlimited access hoursAccording to Valett@rinciples

(Council of Europe, 1992and Salalah Guidelines (ICOMOE)17),0pening up the

sites tothe public without any restriction should be ensured to proadendant

users of the placand to raise awareness related to cultural diveasityvalus of

the placesThe entrance fees and limited working hours comealple's accesand

it is better for integration if a cultural heritage place allows unrestricted access if the

physical condition and integrigllow (Rukavina et al., 2018).

8 Resolutions of the" European Conference of Responsible for the Architectural Heritage,
Resolution no: 2, On the Promotion of the Architecttitatitage in SocieCultual Life and as a
Factor in the Quality of Life (1985, p.293)
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meaningful connections and associations between the heritage areas, by considering

theapproaclit he city as a Asersieoeta)h2006) mus e ums o

The same approach of considering the integration aspects atwliffeales can also
apply to the functional integration aspects since integrated conservation emphasizes
the togetherness of heritaglacesandtheir settingsasinseparableomponents that
should feed each otheAccordingly, the generdlnd-use charceristics of the

setting affect the heritage asséior instance, the historic core @f city is
characterized by various functioasd usersupporting the vitality of the place,
while the new residential place is neither considered as heritage nor a vital place that
eventually have and effect on tigality of the heritage jgce(Rukavina et al., 2018).

While land use characteristics and ftiocality of the setting affects the different
types of usages and thus the distinct user profile in theear@apmic characteristic

is also anotheaispecto be considered tha related to the overall economic level of
users and the activities theyeagngaged in as it is highly related to their perspective

on and participation in conservation

Besides the functional requirements of the space itself, the surroundings are also
effective in the integrational factors of cultural heritage. For fiReconmendation
Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic ¢\saion 2,

Article 4) states that any kind of use in the surrounding context who might affect the
authenticity of heritage source adversely shdutdeliminated fromthe contek
(UNESCO, 197% As a result, the surroundings of cultural heritage should support
andshouldbe concerning the heritage resoursdditionally, there should be some
regulations controlling the langse, density and the volume of activities in the
vicinity of heritage ares in order to decrease their possible adverse affects on cultural

heritage and usability of them. (Organization of American States, 1967).

For the surrounding relations, not only the compatibility of functions but also the
gualities of thebuilt -up and open spaceare importantAdditionally, the presence
of open public spaces in close relation to the heritage place contribute to their

integration with the context since they create opportunities for people to gather.
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character of the place and inevitably turn isinglefunction areas like tourism
instead of being used in daily life. iBltype of a change does not consider the values
of theheritage areand makes the placeéssintegratedrom daily life. As a result,
new functions should be carefully assessed to those places

Washington Chartear gues t hat 0 ne wssdhauld betconpatilsle and act.i
with the character athe historic town or urban a@@COMOS, 1987, p.322)n

addition to that, not only being compatible with the surrounding historical character

but also being compatible with the traditional activities thatewmmtributing the

daily activities of inhabitants is also significant. According toffRecommendation

Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic d\réees re

functionalization should consider the compatibility with the speadhaacter of

heritage places (UNESCO, 187In addition, the citizens are the ones who will use

the refunctionalized heritage assets or arddeerefore the assigned functions need

to consider thesocial, cultural, and economic necessities of the surrounding

inhabitants.

Therefore, compatibility with original usage is an important issue to be considered
while assessing a new function. According to Valetta Princip&SNOS, 2011),

there should be some requiremefaisthe assignment of new activities. These are
the user density, the duration of the usage the compatibility of the proposed
usagewith the surrounding existing functions and the effect of the proposed function
on the traditional activitiesICOMOS, 2011). In addition to that, besides so€io
cultural expectations from the heritage places, they should contribute to urban
vitality by contributing to local economic activitiesthroughout the day (Alpan,
2005).

For the refunctioning of such heritage placesderstandinghe expectations of the
experiencers since they are the ones who will use theiglanportant Researches
show that for the visitors of heritage sites, entertainnaewt education purposes are
one of the most significant expectations ofteis (Kempiak et al., 2037Therefore,

besides entertainment, the heritage places should also instude activities
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interrelated withother assets in theamehistorical layer or the other layers by

supporting each other in functional means.

Visual integration of heritagassetsnto the contemporary context is also discussed
with the conceptsivi si bi |l i tyo, andipwirceplt i btk ragdbi vene
Similar to the other aspects of integration, it is possible to define different scales
since the wider and surrounding context characteriat&s affectthe integration
states of heritage asselfsthe contextin which heritage is located is deteriorated
visual sense, even the character of the monuments bedbst(Council of Europe,
1975. As a result, gecific attention should be giveto the wider context's visual
characteristicshat could contribute to the heritagedditionally, the environments

of heritage places should be identical and qualified by the removal of visual
distractions such as exposed electricity and telephone polesstaigeandow-
guality commercial and advertising sigriew-quality street furiture, and so forth.

All these elements should be highjualified and harmonized with the heritage
(UNESCO, 1976).

I n addi ti on, B)idéfigsthe relatiorislEproftie hefitage as8et with
its context based on the qualifications of the cantEhey defined different degrees
of relations such as Awithin a qualified se
strong visual relation with a qualified urb
forth. The visual qualifications of the dext is determinant in the integration of the

heritage asset.

The visibiltiy of the heritage asset is also related tovibeal relationshipsit sets

with it setting. For instance, due to the attributes that the wider context enables such
as geography, pography and so forth, the heritage asset megresent visual
reference point for mogtartsof the city(Asensio et al., 2006lf the heritage asset
represent isual reference point the visual integration of it with its setting is

provided as its perceptible from most of the parts of the city.

For the heritage assets to be perceptible from the surrounding, the nearby context

should be visually coherent with the historic fabric or heritage aBlsetinsertion
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Regarding theisibility andvisual attractiveness the heritage itself, there aseme
features of theite influencing themEspecally for the case oairchaeologicasite,
anexterior membrane around the site is preferred for preservation purposes. It not
only decreases the physical integration of the heritage with their context but also
might affect the perception negatives mentioned befor@erceivingthe heritage
assets and areas frohetpublic spaces enablesca®atesome visual links between
them and the people passing througherefore, this perception highly depends on
whether the exterior membrane is transparent or Tiwd. material of the fences
around the heritage sites shoblel carefully chosen to provide visual contact with
the heritage aredgésensio et a.2006; Rukavina et al., 2018).

Although not mentioned muckn the literature, He visual relationship of the
heritage assets and areasith the streetis also importantor their perceptionk-or
instance, if the heritage site is located on top of a mound, the visibilitytfiestreet
level decreases due to theund'sshape.Contrary to this situation, if a heritage
placeremainsbelow the street level, it creatadird-eye effect andncreaseshe
perceptibility of the area more. Therefore, depending otetrading there should

be specificarrangements at the surrounding area to enhance better perception.

Figure2.5. Bird-eye Perceptionf Palombaro Lungo Remains in Matdtaly (left)
and Low Perception dkoman Bath Remains in Ankara (rigftiaken by author)
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information through the public spaces where inhabitants exist the most, the

intellectual integration of heritag#acesinto the contemporary contextareases.

Likewise, since the geographic setting, the surrounding coateckthe heritage area

are inseparableand integral components of the urban spdhbe, interpretation

activities should consider the setting and provide information for the relational

aspects (ICOMO008).Ayka- (2008) states that the inf
layeredtownshave to be considered for multiple scales such as town, surrounding

and building/heritage asset scdter the town scale informational tools, the multi

layeredness and different identity ar€ashould benitiated at first glance to raise

awareness of the citizens related to the cultural depthness of thEhatlpcational

choice of these town scale @animation tools, and the unity among each other are very

important( Ay k a -), Mogly) @ B better to choose specific locations where

inhabitants and visitors are present the most.

The nterpretation should be communicating with the significance anesaif the
heritage places, as well as be communicating witferent kinds of audiences
(ICOMOS, 20®). Considering this,inclusivity is essential inthe heritage

interpretation and prestation to transfer the values associated with thenthe

generapublic as much as possibleis important to take into accouithtat the public
who visits or use the site is neither a specialized grouporapgeneousAs a result,
interpretation should haveariations and different methods that can adapt to

distinctcircumstances and expectations.

To transfer the values of the heritage plaekably and correctlyall successive
periods contributing to the heritage asset should be identified and presented to the
audiencglCOMOS,2008).Theaccuracy of knowledgegiven in the interpretation

PThe term Aidentity areao 1U4ndersmamdingandhAssessingn det ai |l i n
Multi-layered Context
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activities make the Circo Massimo-irgegrated to the current life intellectually.
Through augmented and virtual reality, the visitors can have unique experience
where they can watch the chariot races. The presentation also includes 40 minutes of
itinerary tour within the site to make inner circulation meaningiithis type of

presentation enables cultural learning in educational and recreational terms which

considers all age groups.

Figure2.7. Corcerts held in CirceMassimo in Rométop- (sourcethe
circuit.greasylake.org), Augmented and Virtual Reality enabling engagement of
inhabitants below (sourceheadout.com)

Trajandés Mar ket s, which was the commerci al
aso tried to reintegrate with the current life with contemporary usages. Currently,
the areas re-utilizedas acreative hulfor artists where they can generate their works,
bytheAn Li ve Museum Li VirethisGvayapeagple can d2cess jfreely to .
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https://web.uniroma1.it/saperi_co/live-museum-live-change-0
https://web.uniroma1.it/saperi_co/live-museum-live-change-0
https://traianolivemuseum.com/

Figure29. Rest aurants within the remains of
fully experience heritage (source: Tarragona Experience Website:
https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restatftdhits-heritage
mealsanddrinks-surroundeeby-imperiattarracosremainsy

Guildhall Art Gallery of London|ocated on top othe Ancient Roman Theatre, is
another successful example for integratmstoric layers to the current context.
During the constructiomvorks of the gallery, the Thearremains were found and
directedthe desigrperspectivesf the new building. As a selt, the Roman Theatre

of London became a focus for educational amtractive attraction point for
inhabitants. Although it completely remains beneath the Guildhall Yard surface, the
pavement'slesigngiveshints about the plan view of the discoveregktne which is
projected through the surface and made distinguishable with the use of dark stones.
In this way, before entering the Gallery, the inhabitards understand how
enormous and impressive the theatre was in ancient (Bniésin Express Webst

n.d., last accessed: July 20, 2024.
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https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restaurants-full-of-heritage-meals-and-drinks-surrounded-by-imperial-tarracos-remains/
https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restaurants-full-of-heritage-meals-and-drinks-surrounded-by-imperial-tarracos-remains/



https://www.britainexpress.com/London/roman-amphitheatre.htm
https://www.britainexpress.com/London/roman-amphitheatre.htm
https://www.english-heritage.org.uk/visit/places/chester-roman-amphitheatre/
https://www.visitcheshire.com/things-to-do/roman-amphitheatre-chester-p22631

As can be deduced frodistinctexamples throughout the worlthe heritage assets

can be rimtegrated withthe contemporary lives of people if access, functionalities,

perceptibility and presentation to raise awareness are achighedforementioned

world examplesalso supportand match withthe literaturefindings from various

sources. Nevertheless,js imporant to highlight thaboth the literature and the-re

integration strategies of the world are prioritizing the archaeological layer. By

considering the main concepts discussed, similar strategies can also be utilized for

other historic layers to provide-integratono f t hem wi th. todayds cont

2.3  Proposal of a Framework to Lhderstand and Assess the Integty of

Historical Layers in Multi -layered Towns

In line with all discussions related to historical layers, identity asgakintegration
aspects, awo-folded assessment method wasmulatedto assess the intatyr
levels of the historic layerd¢o the contemporary context. The first assessment is
considered according to the first definition of identity area wipidbritizes the
accumulatiorof histoical stratification the most, the second assessment is developed
by considering the secordkfinition of identity areas which is associated with
identity areas of each historiperiod which reflects the beliefs, lifestyles,

architectural and planning habithe best.

Accordingly, the assessment for identity areas of each historic layer necessitates an

areabased approach since the close periods to the current context remain as areas or
neighborhoods rather than single objects as in the case of antiqueAlsyeresult,

this assessment is more general and-braas e d , and called as ngene
assessment 0. For,sindethe ideptity areador mutiygeednassne n t

is naturally specific nodes where horizontal and vertical stratificasigperceived,

the area mostlgllowsbuilding / edifice-basedassessments with detailed inputs. As

a result, the integration assessment for that areaaid | ed as fiextended in

assessmento
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Figure2.12. Physical Integration Concepts comiingm the Literature

70






L1 dlapIsAleq $o3[oid ¥vaddy

D o DUIADINY /| S|QPISAIST ¥VIddV

10gNy g IDPPIADG ‘UDIN] NIBOIDWDWDH 8 UDYSIIDD ‘102[01d ¥VYIddV ‘OHND JO SWION
$08l0id ¥v3ddV

upin] NIBOIDWBWDH g UpX3IPD ‘1os[old §v3ddY

S8 L1 ®lqoieAled ¥vY3ddY

S8 /1 @iqoieAleq 408l0id ¥v3ddY D 48 DUIADINY

£1 ®|qoieAled ¥v3ddY

‘Josfoid ¥v3ddY OHND JO SULON

1osloid ¥v3ddv
upIN] NIBOIDWIPWDH g U330 ‘108[0id ¥V3IddVY

IO 12 DUIADANY /| S|gpiaAled 3V3IddY

ZawaAl3

unin] NIBOIDWDWDH > UDXSIND

I 8 DUIADYNY J08I0Md ¥VIddY

ZowWaAl3 */ | S|gpIaAIed ¥VIddY ‘[0 18 DUIADYNY
108fold ¥v3IddY ‘ZewaAl3

ZaWwaA}3 ‘'upin] N|BOIDWDWDH g UD3IDD

108(o1d ¥v3ddv

ApNiS 1nJwaN

‘|0 18 DUIADYNY “@BDJIUSH [DIN}OBJIYDIY 8y} Jo JappyD unadoing

SDaly DUOJSIH 10 ajoy Aupiodwaiuo) pup Buipio

-nBaps sy} BujuledUOD UoPPUSWWODSY ‘@BDiUeH [PINID3LYDIY 3yl JO JanyD upadoing

JANLVYIILIT WOIS SIdIDNOD NOILVIOIINI

JANLYIILT AILv13y

S}SSSD ISYL0 YLIM JODLUOD [ONSIA

alIs ay} Jo ubisep

2JIS 9y} JO DUDUSLUIDW

2JIs 8y} o uolipuod |paIsAyd

3]IS SY! JO SSSUSAILDORILD |DNSIA

Buyyby jo sseusaosye
PUNOID J8WDJ |DNSIA
185sD 8y} JO uolIpuod |paIsAyd
92UDJjUS-B1IS 8U} JO SOUDUSIUIDW

|oupljus
- ajis S[qlisiA PUD S|qIBYE}UI

alls sy} o AliclsiA

S|00} UOIDDIUNWILIOD [DNSIA
2bpjusy yim diysuolipjauajul [oNSIA
saopnds ay} Jo Alpnb [pNSIA
SIS 8} SPIDMOJ SDISIA - Spulodmaln
s200ds olignd JO JOPIUOD [DNSIA
2|0DJSCO JNOYHM SIUIOdMBIA ID3JD
Buipunolns ayl woll ALICISIA

julod aouaisjal b Buljuasaidal
uolplal pup Aypnb [PNSIA
UOIDDO] JO SOIYSBIODIDYD [DNSIA

Buiies sy} Jo saINipa) [DNSIA

pNSIA

FANLVAILT WO SIdIONOD NOILVIOIINI

Figure2.14. Visual Integration Concepts coming from the Literature
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0 | Completely disintegrated:The area is completely lost, so it is not intact and

wholenesss completely distorted.

la | Considerably disintegrated: Major losses in the tissue/asset, there are only
some traces dhe heritage asset, it is not an elenudrthe whole, and wholeness is

illegible.

1b | Considerably disintegrated: Major losses in the tissue/asset, but the lost parts
have been mroduced but could not become an elenoéithe whole, the wholeness

and integrity get harmed.

2a |Partially integrated: Some parts of heritage asset/tissue are intact and some of

them scdered/have been lost, wholeness is distorted but legible.

2b | Partially integrated: Major parts of the heritage asset/area is lost, but the
remaining parts became a part of the new whole (with the new historic layer
components) not in line with the idetytiof the place but changing its identity

significant for the city

3a | Considerably integrated: Major losses in the tissue / asset, but the lost parts
have ben reproduced and have become an elemetheoivhole, the wholeness is
legible

3b | Considerably integrated: Minor losses in the tissue, most of the parts of
heritage aset / tissue are intact and it constitutes an elerokris setting and

wholeness

3c | Considerablyintegrated: Major/minor losses in the tissue / asset, but the
existing parts became a part of the new wh@eth the new historic layer
componentsin line with the significance of the place.

4 | Completely integrated:The heritage asset is completely intact Bonchs part of

its setting and wholeness.

For the usesdimension offunctional assessment, the assessmentré&atedas

follows:
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For theuseas dimension offunctional assessment, the assessmentréatedas

follows:

0 | Completely disintegrated:The area is completely lost, so the users does not

exist.

1 | Considerably disintegrated: Complete loss of users of the area due to loss of

function. / No contemporary use

2 | Partially integrated: Major changes losses in the original users, and the place
is not frequently usedithin the daily life of the users / or the users are only eiipe

group of people.

3a | Considerably integrated: Major changes/losses in the original users ef th
place, but the place is frequently useithin the daily life ofspecific user groups

3b | Considerably integrated: Minor changes/losses in the originaers of the
place, but the place is nfsequentlyused within the daily life of users / or the users

are only a specific group of people.

3c |Considerablyintegrated: The assigned users completely continue, but the place
allows opportunities to furthentegrate with other groups of citizeing the use

allows

4a | Completely integrated:Minor/major changes/ losses in the original users of the
place, and the place is frequently used within the daily life of different types of users

4b | Completely integated: The users completely continue, and the place is actively

used by different type of users.

For thevisibility dimension ofvisual assessment, the assessmentreatedas

follows:

0 | Completely disintegrated:The area is completely lost, so cannot be visually

perceived.
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3c | Considerably integrated: There are majof few problems regarding the
maintenance of thassetite, but they do not decrease the visual attractiveness but
contribute to its values, together with the impressiveness and monumentality of the
heritage asset.

4 | Completely Integrated: There is no problenrelated tothe condition/
maintenance, the area igdlly well-kept, and the interventions for visual attraction
considered the authentic components of the asset/area.

For the informational dimension ofintellectual assessment, the assessment is

createdhs follows:

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area iscompletely lost, and there is no

information for the public

1 | Considerably disintegrated: There is no means of information provided

although the identity area exists.

2a | Partially integrated: Major problems in the degree/reliability and / or

comprehensibility of the information providedncerninghe identity area.

2b | Partially integrated: The current context has some informational linkages with
the identity area but most of the inhabitaants not aware of it due to some problems

in the degree of information.

3 | Considerably integrated: Minor problems in the degree/reliability and / or

comprehensibility of the information providedncerninghe identity area.

4 | Completely ntegrated: The information provided is fully comprehensive and
reliable.

For theinterpretation & presentation dimension ofintellectualassessment, the

assessment @eatedas follows:

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, and there is no

interpretation and presentation tool for the public
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Table2.1. Physical IntegratiohWider Context Assessment

characteristics
Urban Location | The location is a the location is central | the location is at the
touristic or central, but decay area, periphery or abandoned
enabling high presenc| discouraging the less or no presence of
of people presence of people people
quality
Urban Texture | homogeneous texture| heterogeneous texture| scattered assets that do
Quality and containing dense containing medium not have texture
Perception heritage assets, density of heritage characteristics, so canng
perceived as quite assets, perceived as | be perceivd as historical
historical historical

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows:

0) There is no physical relationship with the cultural asset because the cultural asset

itself does not exist

1) Due to the characteristics of the region itis in, the relatiomstypeen the cultural
asset and the setting is weak, it does not add value to the area and negatively affects

the area

2) Due to the characteristics of the region it is in, its relationship is neutral, it does

not feed the area but does not negatiadlgct the area

3) Due to the characteristics of the region it is in, it has potential but its physical

relationship with the cultural asset cannot be fully established

4) Due to the characteristics of the area it is in, its relationship with the atemnig,
it positively affects the area and adds value.

The surrounding features are also determinant in the physical integrity of the heritage
asset with the current context by considering the access. The asset should be
accessiblédrom surroundingdy differentmeans of access he presence of public
transportation access, private vehicular access and pedestrianized access positively
affect the heritage asset. Not only the presence but alsgudigy of accessis

significant which is measued by distansedal integration, quality of the materials
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1b) The area can be accessed by different modes, but the access quality is low,

there is naorientation

2) It providessome requirements in terms of physical access, does not add value to

the areaand needs improvement

2a) The area can be accessed with normal/good quality, but there are some

problems in accessing different modes of public transport.

2b) The area can be@essed with normal quality by different modes, but it
does not provide a pedestrfirendly environment.

2c) The area can be accessed with normal quality by different modes, but it

offers restrictions in accessing by vehicle.

2d) There is qudiied acces to the area by public transport, but access by other

modes is of normal quality

3) It provides many requirements in terms of physical access, has potantal,

needs minor improvement

3a) Qualfied access is provided by all modes, but there are fewlgms in

providing a pedestriafriendly environment.

3b) Qualifiedaccess is provided with all modes, but there are some problems

with vehicle access.

3c) Most requirements are met, but there are no / insufficient physical tools to
orient people tehe aea

4) All requirements are met in terms of physical access, it positively affects the area

Inner characteristics of the heritage asset / site affect the integration of the site with
the current contexto a great extent. In order for a site to be iraégpt with the
current life, it shouldallow accessnside. The level of access is associated with the
type of ownership, type of access, physical barriers, access groups, control of

accessandinner circulation of the site, as discussed in the literatirepending on

86






2a) there is indirect access to the area but only some groups canveiticess

money charge

2b) there is indirect access to the area but there are too many phgsicat

/ paid access.

2c) there is direct access to the area from the public area but not all groups can

access and/or there are too many physical barriers

2d) there is direct access to the area from the public area but there are both
physical barriereind controlled access.

3) meets many requirements in terms of physical access, has potential, needs minor

improvements

3a) all groups have direct access to the area from the public aréee lauea

offers physical barriers to access

3b) all groups (exceghe disabled) have direct access to the area from the

public area but universal access opportunities are not considered

3c) all groups have direct access to the area from the public area but there are

some problems in the internal circulation of the area

3d) all groups have direct access to the area from the public area, but access is

controlled (timdimitations or charged entrance

4) provides all the requirements in terms of physical access, adds value to the area
and affects it positively.

Another subheading affecting the physical integrity is integrity of the asset/ site. As
discussed in the literature section, the integrity is measured by the levelotfiess

and wholeness Depending on different levels, the overall integrity of tite s
changes, affecting the physical integrity of the site with the current cqfitaske

2.4).
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Besides the usage, the characteristics of the users of the place also affect the
functional integrity of the heritagdgzes with the current context. The heréadace
should have active users, and the users should be diversified in order to reach
different groups of people. To provide differentiation among the ugpespf users,

age group of userandgender of the usersare effective. Additionally, thasage

frequencyis important for the activeness of the heritage places.

Table2.9. Functional Integration | Inner Context | User Assessment

g2
Qo S
R
cc
z 3
Existence of
active users Diversification level
no yes Type of the place is | the place is used
users used by by professionals, | the place is only useq
everyone toursits and some| by a specific type of
including local people users such as
disabled professionals or
tourists
Age theplace is | the place is used | the place is used only
Group of | used by all | by distinctage by a specific age
users age groups | groups, but group
excluding elderly
/ children
Gender of | the place is | the place is the place is always
users used by both| mostly used by used by women / me
genders women / men
equally
frequency
Usage the place is | the place is rarely
frequency | frequently used or visited
used or
visited
no (-) no contemporary users
yes (-) no need to question, thise & users continue

Accordingly, theassessment is as follows:

0) does not exist today, the users of the area are not in question
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Table2.10. Functional Integration | Relational Assessment

Functional Level of Interrelation
Interrelation
yes completely interrelated with The cultural
interrelated with | some assets in the | propery/area has a
all other assets in | samédistinct functional
Interrelation thesa.médistinct historic layer, but | relationship with
of Uses historic Igyer as thgre are some only few numbgs
the function uninterrelations of other assets in
supports or with other assets in| the samélistinct
compatible with the same historic | historical layer
other usages. layer.
no (-) nofunctional interrelatiorwith anyheritage assets

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows:

0) The cultural asset / area doeseast today, therefore it is not possible to establish

a functional relationship with other identity areas of the same period.

1) The cultural asset / area has no functional relationship with other assets in the
same or other historical layers, negativaffects period relations, needs a lot of

improvement

2) The cultural asset / area has a functional relationship with some of the other assets
in the same or other historical layers that is not consciously designed, needs major

improvement

3) The culturabsset / area has a functional relationship with many of the other assets

in the same or other historical layers, has potential, needs minor improvement

4) The cultural asset / area has a functional relationship with all of the other assets in
the same or ther historical layers, positively affects period relations, needs no

improvement

Considering the visual integration of heritage asset with its context, like the other
aspects, the wider setting attributesght affect the heritage asset. Theisual
characteristics and quality of the settingthat the heritage asset is situated,

visibility of the heritage from its setting as a reference poinandvisual range
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Accordingly, the assessment is as follows:
0) does not exist today, the visibility of the area is out of question

1) does not meet any requirements in terms of visibility, negatively affects the area,

needs a lot of improvement.

2) meets some requirements in terms of visibility, does not add vathe t&rea,

needs a lot of improvement.

2a)although the area is visible during the day in terms of its relationship with
the public area, there are major obstacles that prevent its visibility inside the

area.

2b) although the area is visible during the dayerms of its relationship with

the public area, the barrier around the area prevents the visual relationship.

3) meets many requirements in terms of visibility, has potential, needs minor

improvement

3a)the area is visible in terms of its relationshiph the public area, does not
prevent visibility, but there is a problem with the visibility of the entrance

points of the area.

3b)the area is visible in terms of its relationship with the public area, does not

prevent visibility, but there is a problemth night visibility.

4) meets all requirements in terms of visibility, positively affects the area, does not

need improvement.

Another aspect influencing the visual integrity of the heritage with its context is the
visual attractiveness of the heritagite itself. The visual attractiveness level is
affected by thehysical condition of the asset, the maintenance of the asset and
its area, maintenance of the entrance/interface, visual impresiveness

monumentality of the siteandthe design of theasset/site
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2c¢) conservatiormaintenance works in the area are sufficient, but they were
done without considering the authentic features of the building/area, reducing

its attractiveness.

3) meets many requirements in terms of visual appealpdt@stial, needs minor

improvement

3a)the area is sufficient in terms of conservatinaintenance works, it is well
maintained, but there are some minor problems on the exterior/entrance of the

area.

3b) the area is sufficient in terms of conservatinantenance, it is well

maintained, but there are some problems in terms of design.

3c) although the area is insufficient in terms of conservati@mntenance, the
visual features of the area (patina or monumental features) provide its

attractiveness.

4) It meets all the requirements in terms of viataiactivenesshas a positive effect

on the areaand does not need improvement.

The visual relationship that the cultural heritage sets with the other heritage assets is
important for perceiving the relationships among the visual features of the heritage
assets. For thighe scale of the visual contact with other heritage asseis
important. The more visual contact is provided, the more the visual relationship
between the heritage assets are set, and this situation enhances the perceptibility of

the multilayered character.
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be measured by th#egree of information, effective placement of presentation

tools in welkknown placesanddesign and quality of pregntation tools.

Table2.16. Intellectual Integration | Wider Context Assessment

existence of
information
tools in the
wider setting level
information information includes | information
includes name / | name / history, but | contains
history / valueof | value / connections | only the
Degree of the area, whole | with other her'itage name o_f the
information c_omponents assets is lacking site/heritage
(inaccessible), the asset.
connections with
other heritage
assets.
Effective most of the wel | few of the well
yes placement of knownnodesof known places
presentation _the city qontam contain mfor_matlve
tools in welk mformguve to_ols tool_s regarding
known places regarding heritagg heritage asset
asset
the design of the | the design of the
design and tools are qualified| tools are not
quality of and catch qualified and not
presentation attention of the | eyecatching
tools people regarding the people
in public spaces
no (-) no information concerninthe cultural heritage

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows:

0) the cultural asset itself does not exist and there is no awareness of the cultural

asset and norpsentatiorof informationfor users.

1) the setting is completely inadequate in terms of awareness and providing
information to inhabitants about the area, does not add value to the area and

negatively affects it.

2) the setting is at a medium level in terms of awareness and providing information
to inhabitants about the area, does not contribute much to the ca#sea but does

not negatively affect it.
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0) the cultural asset itself does not exist and thame iaformation / presentatian

the surrounding context.

1) informationwithin the surroundingnvironmentoes not meet any requirements
in terms of presentation and interpretation, negatively affects the area, needs a lot of

improvement.

2) the surrounmhg environmentprovides very few requirements in terms of
presentation and interpretation, does not add value to the area, needs major
improvement

2a)there are limited informative tools about the area in the environment, but
the level of detall is weaknd/or the immediate environment relations have not

been considered.

2b) there are limited informative tools about the area in the environment, and

the presentation techniques and design quality are low.

3) the surrounding environmeptovides many requireemts in terms of presentation

and interpretation, has potential, needs minor improvement

3a)there are sufficient informative tools about the area in the environment and
at a detailed level, but the environmeonhtext relations have not been

sufficiently considered.

3b)there are sufficient informative tools about the area in the environment and

at a detailed level, but the presentation techniques and design quality are low.

4) the surrounding environmeptovides all requirements in terms of presentation

and interpretation, positively affects the area and does not need improvement

The heritage asset/area itself has many tools to provide intellectual integration, both
regarding the information and presentation and interpretation. Considering the first

aspet which is informational integration, th@esence of informationregarding

112






2) meets some requirements in terms of information, does not add value to the area,

needs a lot of improvement

2a) information about the area is available but its level and/or reliability is low,

not sufficient (only the name is available)

2b) the information about thareais available but it is not sufficient, it does
not provide a universal perception of the information and there is no awareness
raising initiative.

3) meets many requirements in terms of information, has potential, needs minor

improvement

3a) there are sfifient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable
information about the area, but there is no information about the parts that have

disappeared today.

3b) there are sufficient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable
information about the area, bilhere is no awarenesaising initiative in the

area

3c) there are sufficient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable
information about the area, but there are nosigx applications for

information.

4) meets all requirements in terms of inforioat positively affects the area, does

not need improvement.

Not only the information but also the presentation and interpretation of information
is of equal significance since they ease the perception of the information by the
general public. As a result, presence of interpretation and presentation is important.
The level of intellectual integration regarding presentation and interpretation is
affected by thevariety and adequacy of tools, effectiveness of the tools, quality

of the toolsandinclusivity of the tools.
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2a) information aboutthe area is only presented-gixu, there is no Hsitu

presentation.

2b)there is no esitu presentation about the field, there isitu presentation
and interpretation but it is not at a sufficient level, the quality of the

presentation equipment igw.

2c)there is no essitu presentation about the field, there isitu presentation
and interpretation but it is not at a sufficient level, and it does not appeal to

different user groups.

3) meets many requirements in terms of presentation and getegipn, has

potentias, needs minor improvement.

3a)The interpretation and presentation obitu information about the field is
effective and provided with different techniques, but there is ngitax

presentation or it is not sufficient.

3b) The intepretation and presentation ofsitu information about the area is
effective and made with different techniques, but different user groups are not

considered.

3c) The interpretation and presentation okitu information about the area is
effective andmade with different techniques, but there are minor problems in

the quality of the presentation tools.

4) It meets all the requirements in terms of presentation and interpretation, positively

affects thearea there is no need for improvement

In order to povide intellectual relationship between the heritage assets, there should
be linkages of information. To achieve this, a heritage asset sbon$ider the

other assets in the presentation and interpretatioractivities. As a results, the
presence of infanational tools considering the other assets and the relations between

them is required.
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which prevents sef$ufficiency and sustainability activities such as agriculture,
Ankara continued its existence on the plains; therefordjag remained at the
intersection of significanttransportationaxes and preserved its geqmlitical
importance. These opportunities thabgephy provided like the abundance of
water resources of the mountains, the moderate climate in dry seaadnthe
closeness of agricultural areas were the main factorsnidwdthe Central Plateau a
liveable area througtut history (Baykan, 2032

Ank a r sefilament area is shaped by the topographic system which is mostly
characterized by terhaminglét®tmeadrtth and e othet ai n
mountain arms separated from t heatthe®°r oj |l u Mo
westsection, MireMountainat thenorthsection K a r yoanjaid & thé/middle,

Kdris Mountain in the tEhests cauntdh E(l Apnyaddéan] eMo uanl
AyhanK o - vy, R(19. Also, thelocation of the city izery close to important water

resources, namelheKé z €l ér mak and Sakar theAnkRiaver s, and
Str eam, Stikamraamldor¢ ubuk Stream, essenti al i n cr

full of fertile lands.

By being | imited with these mountain range
betweenMogap | ai n i n the stoluée hnortulbbu&kngol Bangenan &
plains in the vest direction (Levent, 200.7Erol (1973) stated that the area that the

city is located presents a variety of geomorphologic structures like valley floors,

higher and lower teaces, and all levels of plateaus (high, medium anddealg

(ascited in Levent, 200 Within this variety of landforms as valleys and slopes

creating a distinct microclimate, fertile areas emerged which also consist flora and

fauna species specifoAnk ar a pl ain (JAydén et al ., 2005
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Figure3.2. Important Transportation and Trade Roytass by Ankara throughout
history GourceAydén et al ., 2005)

The region's diverse geological, geographical and geopolitical features have enabled

Ankara to maintain its existence throughout history. Since its foundation, Ankara has

been continuously hebited by a succession of civiiions, each with its own

culture. These include the Hellenes, Romans, Arabs, Christians, Muslims and finally

the Turks (Aktg¢re, 119814 these dfferentacivildtions g t o Akt ¢
played an important role ithe development of Ankara, each leaving a distinctive

impact on the city's socieconomic and physical aspects in accordance with their

cultural norms, lifestyles and habits.

Furthermore, it is evident that the modern city of Ankara was established wpon th
ancient city of Ancyra, providing a vertical historical continuity in the urban space
(Bul u-, 1994) . When considering the histori
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development, resulting in the discovery of historical traces from distinct periods

during the construction process (Bulu-, 199:¢
is limited in number, indicates that the ciihtions that inhabited and settled around

Ankara began with the Paleolithic Age and continued through the Phrygians,

Galatians, Lydians and Persians, with only a few traces remaining. The Roman,

Byzantine, Seljukid, Ottoman and Turkish Republic periodsatso represented in

the archaeol ogi cal record (Bulu-, 1994; Akt
di scovered in the vicinity of Ankara Castl e
assertion that the historical continuity of settlements in Ankara been

uninterrupted since the Neolithic Age (Renda et al., 2004). Furthermore, it is evident

that the modern city of Ankara is situated upon the ancient site of Ancyra, thereby
providing a vertical historical .continuity

3.2.1 Ankara Before Phrygians

The findings unearthed as a result of various excavations in Ankara and its
surroundings, currently exhibited in the Museum of Anatolian Civilisations and the

Mineral Research and Exploration Institute Museum, prove that Ankatatsan

vicinity were areas of rich cultural life in the Palaeolithic Period around 12000 BC
(Erdojan et al ., 2007a). Despite the | ack of
life during the Neolithic Period (7588500 BC), which marked the transitiomiin

nomadic to settled communities, findings around Ankara Castle indicate that

settlement life in Ankara was not interrupted (Renda et al., 2004). During the

Calcholitic Period (5503000 BC), which marked a shift towards more developed

villages, a numbeof settlements emerged in the vicinity of Ankara as a result of

excavation. Amongst these are-llkaundaoj | an mou
Beynam mound, ¢cel ti kI i mound, Durupénar mou
(Renda et al ., 2mp4,; Erdojan et al ., 20

Throughout the Bronze Age which waharacterized by the agricultural based

village life in the beginning and then characterized by emegtgestatesand city
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Hittite political presence, which initiated the Iron Age. It is evident that Ankara also

experienced an era refed to as the 'dark period' (12980 B.C.), which lasted for
centuries and is characterised by a |l ack of
Renda et al., 2004). Despite the discovery of traces of settlements from the

prehistoric era, the foundatiaf Ankara is believed to have been established by the
Phrygians in the 8th century BC (Al anyal e
physical evidence within the city to date back the foundation to the Hittite Period is

a contributing factor to this hygaosis (Mutlu, 2012).

3.2.2 Pre-Historic Period: Phrygians

The Phrygians in and around Ankaraesgablished political unity in 8 and 7 BC.

This is corroborated by both archaeological evidence and ancient written sources

(Akt ¢r e, 1984, R e nitoa to éhe aréhdeolqggical e¥ifedck,. Il n add
written documents and myths also indicate that the Phrygians were the founders of

Ankar a. (Aydeéen et al ., 2005) . Pausani as, a
provides insight into the history of Ankara in his wigfs. He states that Ankyra was
established by Midas, the son of Gordion, a
1994). Nevertheless, the reliability of ancient sources is not absolute, as they can be

inconsistent with one another on some points. Fomgl& other ancient writers,

such as Stephanus and Apollonius, have proposed that the foundation of Ankara city

dates back to the Galatian Period, which follows the Phrygians in that part of

Anatolia and the surrounding region (Bul u-,

The centre oPhrygian civilisation and political presence was the city of Gordion,

which is now connected to the Polatleé distr
Phrygian culture, especially the burial mounds, were concentrated in Gordion and its
closesurroudi ngs (Aydéen et al ., 2005) . It can al s
an important Phrygian city, no less than Gordion, based on the quality of the traces,

considering the information obtained from the excavations of the tumuli in Ankara.

Ay d é n 2@05) alsolstated(that Ankyra was the second most important Phrygian
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1943, the foundations of houses belonging to the Old and Late Phrygian periods were
unearthed. Furthermore, the Phrygian layer was identified beneath the Roman road

thatwasunearthd during the reconstruction of Ul us

Additionally, during the archaeological excavations conducted for research or
infrastructural purposes, ceramics dating back to the Phrygian era were encountered

in the | ower | ayers of the Great Roman Bath
¢ a n k éeetan ti tvicinity of the Roman Bath, and the small Roman Bath in
Sojukkuyu, Kt faiye Square | ocated between H
as the Turkish HistorCeaéciAsRoada({Abanwppaldé
2017; Aydén et d1994)2005; Bulu

While some historians have proposed that the Phrygian settlement area may have

extended to the preseday citadel, the archaeological evidence from the research
conducted by Remzi Ojuz Arék does not suppor
traces of Phrygian activity have been di sco\
et al., 2005). Furthermore, there is a lack of evidence from ancient sources or other

excavations pertaining to the Phrygian civilisation in the area. It can thelefore

concluded that the Phrygian settlement area did not include the Citadel and its

immediate vicinity. This is because the excavations conducted in the Augustus

Temple revealed the presence of a wall surrounding the site, which can be attributed

to the Phygian civilisation. This wall has been identified as the Citadel of the
Phrygian Period (Aydén et al., 2005; Erdoj a

Consideringthe e c ent e x c av a ) statesntbat theBettlement areala® 9 4
thePhrygian civilization was locatadn t he pl ain under the Hacéhb
on the information regarding excavations mentioned above, it is generally accepted

that the settl ement area of the Phrygian pe
hill of Hacé Bayr anmcMousdg uneg atnadnAkliéariséykaalkp@er tnmso,u r
Aral, 2017 AyhanK o - vy, ROiLg. According to the findings, the settlement area of

the Phrygian city spread from the temple of Augustus mound (with the finding area

on the road from Hac é th8wegtsowhwestto indludet o Ks met p
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Besides the settlement areatloé Phrygian civilization, the most important traces

from this period were called as tumuli, where the important people were buried by

using stoneorwoodamdover ed with accumukl@éis soi l (Er
observed that these artificial hills, which were the cemetery of the Phrygian ruling

class, were built ahe endof a natural ridge to make them look managnificent

Bul u- ). AfteroGod#licm and Ker kenezdaj which have ar
tumuli respectively, Ankara com@sthe third most important Phrygian settlement

with around 30tumuli discovered so fa’A(I a n Aral, I2@7 Aydén et al ., 2005 ;
Bulu-) 19914

The first documentation of Amka tumuli is in Ernest Chantre's book, Mission en

Cappadoce, 1898894, published in 1898. The eleven northern tumuli observed by

Chantre, one of which was excavated and photographed, were not discussed in later

periods Al any al é&).Bntléhée hgin@ing af 7980thewest tumuli area was

observed within the area between Anétkabir
article of R. CampbellThompson in 1910, in the map prepared by Tpswn, it can

be observed that sixteen tumakist within the centigpart of the city,n the west

part of toda$ s t r a.i The remamihg 4aumuli were later discoveredthoy

METU team in 196741 any al & ). Moreoler, bagd tn7the excavations

done by Makridi and Kok aytumulustis lobatedin been di sc
At at ¢r k HoAyedsétn Feat Fundodrmore, aBdicatéd inTh o mpson 6 s

ma p , four tumulii exi st in Anéttepe where An
2005) The existence of 8 tumuli was also proven in the north sectidre dfistoric

settlement area.
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and hippodrome (next to the Augustus Temple), Marketplace (agora), colonnaded

road (between Augustus temple and ¢ankeéer éka
and Zeus Taenos TEmgobepan(Aaktagl e, 20867%23a) . Fu
sources indicate the existence of a Roman fountain building (hymphaeum), a dam, a
residence (situated at the intersection of
beneath UluK k h. Natwithstanding the considdil@ number of structures that

have been identified, there have been only a few instances of the discovery of
Romanperiod structures through archaeological excavation, and these have been

located within the present context. These include the Column ahdslithe Temple

of Augustus, the Theatre, the Roman Bath and the Small Bath, as well as Cardo

Maxi mus (Yurdug¢zel, 2017). The excavations
understanding the relationship between them in terms of space and configsration i

as important as the identification of individual monumental structures. This is

because it enables to gain insight into the way of life of the people who lived in this

period.

The development of the city was shaped by the history of the city's mostSamad

oldest building, namely the Temple of Augustus and Rome, situated in close
proximity to the Hacé Bayram Mosque in Ul us
findings indicate that the construction of the Temple of Augustus was completed in

14 AD. The text of the achievements of Emperor Augustus, Res Gestae Divi Augusti,

was inscribed in both Latin and Greek on the temple walls as a very large inscription
(Kadéeojlu et al ., 2011) . Consequentl vy, Hac €
Temple, retainedts religious significance through the establishment of the-Men

Kybele Temple. The presence of ceramics dating back to the Phrygian Period in the

area provides compelling evidence for this continuity. It can be argued that the
Hacébayr am Hdefedthed®kamman dg@valenbotiseiAcropolis in Ankara

(Aydéen et al., 2005). Consequently, the Acrc
theatre and the Roman Bath area, which are located at almost equal distances from

these focal points. Thistempleand s surrounding ar ea, namel vy
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the western side of Cardo Maximus is identified as the Palatium, or a bath structure.
Subsequently, in the northern direction, it linked the nearby structures, including a
monumental fountain, the Julian@®lumn, the Grand Bath, the Batra,and the
Stadium. In regard to the location of the Agora, which served as the commercial and
social hub of ancient Roman cities, it is believed that the area situated between the

Governor's Office in Ulus Government Squar e
Roman Street) may have been the site of the Agora. This assumption is based on the

observation that monumental columns were typically constructed along both sides

of the agora, as well as in its immediate vicinity and along major roads.
Consequently, it gabe inferred that the Ankyra monumental column (JulBam | k € z

Column) was erected in the agora's immediate vicinity. This suggests that the
aforementioned area was also a significant commercial and social hub of Roman

Ankyra.

The discovery of additionaegments of Cardo Maximus during other archaeological
excavations enabled researchers to ascertai
(2011) propose that the total length of the street is 21érm&he ceramic findings,

which date from the 1st centuBC to the 1st century AD, indicate that the
construction of Cardo Maxi mus was compl eted
et al., 2011). The opus sectile flooring of the Stoa is dated to the early Byzantine

period (376" century AD) on the basis of its characteristics and the existence of

similar examples in other ancient cities in Anatolia. Furthermore, an Anastasius

(491-518 A.D.) coin was discovered immediately beneath the floor during the

removal of the opus sectilapels, providing additional evidence that the opus sectile

dates to the same period. This information indicates that the opus sectile flooring was
constructed at the end of thé" mnd the beginning of the6century AD.

Consequently, Cardo Maximus, thenpary axis of the city, was in use prior to the

reign of Emperor Augustus and remained so throughout the Byzantine period
(Kadeojlu & G°rkay, 2007).

A colonnaded street was discovered at the southeast corner of Palestra, which is
thought to have belongdad Large Bath. It was elongated in a northwestitheast
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